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Drew: Editor's Note

1
EDITOR'S NOTE
The attention of the Czechs is riveted on the possibility that less
than a year from now, the country may be joining the European Union.
Vaclav Havel, the outgoing president of the Czech Republic, playwright, and world hero, has referred to the accession of this country to
the EU as a return to Europe, to the place where the Czechs should have
been had it not been for history.
Almost as soon as he became the first to preside over a free Czech
people in many decades, President Havel began his campaign for this
"formal re-entry into Europe." He used the Velvet Revolution of 1989
as a way of "bringing the Czech Republic into the European Union and
into the twenty-first century." European integration became his mantra.
During the first year of his presidency alone, he made state visits to
Berlin, Munich, London, Paris, Rome, Lisbon, Strasbourg, Madrid, and
Barcelona, among other European cities, as John Keane points out in his
magisterial work, Vaclav Havel: A Political Tragedy in Six Acts. He
began simultaneously to coordinate the efforts of the neighboring newly
ex-communist lands to join the European family; "good relations with
our neighbors are in the fundamental interest of each of our countries as
well as in the fundamental interest of Europe as a whole."
It was for Europe as a civilization that this effort was to be carried
out. "I would be happy if today the city of Prague could emerge as a
symbol of Europe standing in alliance," he announced. He told delegates to the 50,h anniversary summit of NATO that the Czech Republic
now formally belonged to "the Western sphere of civilization. The same
is true of Slovakia, Slovenia, Romania, Lithuania, Latvia, Estonia,
Bulgarian and other Balkan states." Further, "it was often in Vienna or
Prague before anywhere else that potential threats to humanity
appeared," he said, speaking to an Austrian audience. As a result, history has put this region "in the front line of the fight for democracy and
stability in the whole of Europe" and Central Europe could serve as the
hub of "the West's ongoing efforts to live in peace and security."
Most of the Czech Republic's thinkers have been in agreement with
the president on this issue. As a result, news of the negotiations with the
EU, and the closing of the various "chapters" in these negotiations, has
been followed closely for many months. When the Irish voted (for the
second time) in the fall of 2002 on whether or not to allow the possibility of admission for the ten candidate countries into the EU, the Czech
Republic held its collective breath. When the vote came in, it was for
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admission, and a sigh of relief passed through the country.
Then, in mid-December the entire EU leadership met in
Copenhagen to ratify the final steps. Now, this spring, the candidate
countries are lining up their calendars, strategically scheduling the various mandatory accession referenda. The campaign for European Union
accession has commenced in earnest. Here in the heart of the Czech
Republic, it is not exactly clear whether accession will win or lose.
Nonetheless, for most scholars and political leaders in this country, and
in the region nearby, in the words of the immortal Paul Robeson song,
"the 'ole ark's amoverin', amoverin' along," and we hope to be admitted officially into Europe. Maybe the map favors this outcome. Doesn't
the Czech Republic look like a happy fish, swimming west (away from
Russia)?
This is not solely an issue of the state or of international politics. It
is clearly also a matter of society. From the Munich sellout of 1938,
which dismembered Czechoslovakia, to the fall of totalitarianism in
1989, civil society in this part of the world was wracked with devastating assaults throughout the 20th century. The world did not want the
Czechs to survive, it seemed; when Neville Chamberlain called the
Sudetenland fight "a quarrel in a far-away country between people of
whom we know nothing," how many people in Western Europe or
America disagreed?
The assault on civility and society almost destroyed Prague. First,
the savage Nazis ripped apart the country and quickly eliminated the
population of what Peter Demetz of Yale calls one of the three historic
parts of Prague — the Jewish city. Then, during the brief interregnum
of democracy, the reaction of the freed Czechs (President Havel has
decried it as "profoundly immoral") was to wreck the second part — the
German city, driving most Czechs of German ancestry out of the country.
Finally, the totalitarian regime reduced those who were left alive to
a variant of vassalage in service to an oppressive regime, supposedly
based on the primacy or leading role of the communist party, but actually resting on secret police and apparatchiks. The remnant of a free
society was clubbed to death. Moreover, most Czechs looked east for
leadership, to Moscow, the city whence the advocates of "socialism
with a human face" in the Prague Spring were dragged in 1968. The
"normalization" period which followed beat down for two decades
whatever free spirit might have emerged in 1968.
It was only late in 1989 that freedom made its sudden reappearance
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in this land. The Velvet Revolution came as a surprise to most Czechs.
A country, now liberated, sought to find its natural home. A people
emerging from terrible darkness struggled like Plato's freed prisoner to
see the sunlight of freedom. Where was their home? Were those who
survived a terrible history now part of a new melting pot, men and
women who, as a consolation prize for it all, could understand thoroughly the views of their many neighbors? Of what civilization are
they?
The answer, of course, depends on what civilizations exist today. I
think that our indefatigable Prof. Wilkinson maintains that there exists
one central civilization currently; others would place almost the entire
continent, through Russia, in the European camp.
But, in another corner, we have Samuel Huntington. In his 1996
bestseller, The Clash of Civilizations and the Remaking of World Order,
Huntington divides the European continent into two civilizations and
finds there to be a "civilizational fault line that divides Orthodox eastern Ukraine from Uniate western Ukraine, a central historical fact of
long standing."
(There is a) "great historical line that has existed for centuries separating Western Christian peoples from Muslim and Orthodox peoples.
This line dates back to the division of the Roman Empire in the fourth
century and to the creation of the Holy Roman Empire in the tenth
century. It has been in roughly its current place for at least five hundred years. Beginning in the north, it runs along what are now the borders between Finland and Russia and the Baltic states (Estonia,
Latvia, Lithuania) and Russia, through western Belarus, through
Ukraine separating the Uniate west from the Orthodox east, through
Romania between Transylvania with its Catholic Hungarian population and the rest of the country, and through the former Yugoslavia
along the border separating Slovenia and Croatia from the other
republics. In the Balkans, of course, this line coincides with the historical division between the Austro-Hungarian and Ottoman empires.
It is the cultural border of Europe, and in the post-Cold War world it
is also the political and economic border of Europe and the West." (p.

158)
"In the expansion of EU membership, preference clearly goes to those
states which are culturally Western and which also tend to be economically more developed. If this criterion were applied, the Visegrad
states (Poland, Czech Republic, Slovakia, Hungary), the Baltic
republics, Slovenia, Croatia, and Malta would eventually become EU
members and the Union would be coextensive with Western civiliza-
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tion as it has historically existed in Europe."

Except for including Croatia, and excluding Cyprus, he hit the nail
right on the head.
So, according to Prof. Huntington, the Czech Republic is situated a
bit west of the civilizational border; it is in Europe, part of the Western
European civilization, as President Havel maintains. But we can note
that the former Czechoslovakia, before the Soviets worked their havoc
on the map, included Subcarpathian Ruthenia, not far at all from that
Huntington border in the Ukraine.
While Prague is a thoroughly Western city, in my judgment, other
cities further east are not. The cultural border comes up pretty quickly
when you go anywhere east of Prague. The terrain in this region has
been central to the clashes of great empires — Ottoman, German,
Austro-Hungarian, Russian, Roman — and the complex of cultures
these struggles induced is still seen in the societies, art, languages, and
mores of Central Europe.
When the International Society for the Comparative Study of
Civilizations holds its annual meeting later this year in St. Petersburg,
Russia, our members will be straddling this putative civilizational border from the other side — j u s t a skip away from the "real" Europe, but,
nevertheless, solidly inside the Orthodox (sometimes Byzantine or
Russian) one.
I think that this location poses great scholarly and research challenges for those of us interested in the study of civilizations. Not least
is this because borders are among the most interesting regions to study,
for both the political scientist and the sociologist. Thus, there is an institute in Gorizia, in Italy, on the political but also cultural frontier
between Italy and the former Yugoslavia, that has for years served as a
beacon to scholars of the subject. Indeed, some cultural chasms in this
part of the European landmass have long been an excuse for conflict. By
admitting ten new countries into the European Union, perhaps the leadership of this continent is attempting to diminish the negative aspects of
many border regions.
But where some see conflict on the frontiers, social science often
sees prospects. Members of the International Society for the
Comparative Study of Civilizations frequently write and talk about the
"core" and the "periphery" of civilizations. At the periphery, where two
or more cultures come into proximity, the likelihood may be that a more
creative environment is generated in the first place.
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Max Weber wrote, in his great work, Ancient Judaism, that the
Jewish people in the Holy Land produced the Bible at the intersection
of two great civilizations. The Hebrews were neither in Egypt nor in
Mesopotamia, but they had ties to both. They could see the world
through two spectacles, and, thus, they could understand that the world
is more complex than either great society saw it to be. If so, they were
able to be more creative than either one of the great civilizations of the
day, no mean feat for a small people settled on an insignificant piece of
real estate.
Could this value of the periphery be true of both civilizations and
individuals? Robert E. Park wrote, in the Introduction to The Marginal
Man by E.V. Stonequist, about a person "whom fate has condemned to
live in two societies and in two, not merely different but antagonistic,
cultures." The individual personality that is created, the "marginal
man", is a "personality type that arises at a time and a place where, out
of the conflict of races and cultures, new societies, new people and cultures are coming into existence."
"The fact that condemns him to live at the same time in two worlds
is the same that compels him to assume, in relation to the worlds in
which he lives, the role of a cosmopolitan and a stranger. Inevitably he
becomes, relatively to his cultural milieu, the individual with the wider
horizon, the keener intelligence, the more detached and rational viewpoint.
"The marginal man is always relatively the more civilized human
being," said Park.
Another prominent theoretical study of the periphery comes from
the work of Kurt Lewin. In his famous work Resolving Social Conflicts,
he wrote about one unique result of a social periphery. "Leaders from
the periphery" are frequently found in what he labeled "negatively
valenced," i.e., unpopular, groups. In groups well liked by the general
society, members try to be like the nucleus, the core; British Americans
retain their accent or pronunciation as long as possible. In groups not
well liked by the general society, however, members flee the negatively perceived nucleus and try to be as little like the stereotype as possible.
A group tends to choose leaders from the periphery, said Lewin.
These men and women, while members of the group, think and act like
individuals outside the group; they are more acceptable to the outside
world. Unfortunately, they are the worst possible leaders of the minority group, Lewin thought, because they see the world through the eyes
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of the larger, more acceptable society. So socialized, they will thus
betray their own people when given the opportunity to lead.
Now that the borders of political Europe appear to be conforming
to the borders of cultural or civilizational Europe, will the countries and
peoples of Europe's periphery become, as Park would maintain, the
most civilized and far-seeing part of Europe? Or will they become more
European than the Europeans? Will the old/new border regions show
the way to future cooperation and understanding? Or will the new members of the EU make sure that the Turks, for example, are kept out?
We will find out more about this topic in St. Petersburg. And surely, whether the periphery holds the best or the worst of a social grouping, it is a most interesting zone to study.
Finally, I think that now that the Czech Republic celebrates the possibility of being admitted "to Europe," now that this country and region
is "amoverin', amoverin' along," perhaps we can conclude that history,
politics, and culture predispose the Czechs to be to some extent all perpetual "marginal men." A horrible 20lh century history played out here.
As a result, perhaps, the Czechs in the 21s' century are fated to become
the bearers of a sophisticated and valuable perspective, one that can
enrich the European and world communities far out of proportion to
what this republic's small size might suggest.
This land may indeed become for Europe the real "bridge to the 21s1
century" of which President Clinton spoke so eloquently.

Joseph Drew
Prague, Spring, 2003
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